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the side of Cabin, while Chrysostom makes election
to depend on the divine fore-knowledge of the persons
elected. God foresaw that Jacob was to be a good
man, therefore God loyed him ; while Esan was hated
because of his foreseen wickedness. Augustine denies
free-will, Chrysostom defends it. Augustine com-
pares the elect and the reprobate to two malefactors.
Because of Adam's sin they are under condemnation.
God pardons one, but suffers the law to be executed
on the other. He cannot escape, for he never re-
ceives that grace which is necessary to repentance.
He sins indeed, but he came into the world so in-
fluenced by Adam's transgression that he could do
nothing but sin, and for this sin he is reprobated for
ever, Chiysostom, on the other hand, supposes all
men to be so far restored by grace, that their final
standing or falling depends on themselves. The
doctrine of Chrysostom is now unquestionably that
of the Church of Kome, while the doctrine of Augus-
tine was condemned in the condemnation of the
Jansenists. Eoman Catholics try to escape these
conclusions by refined distinctions. They deny the
identity of the doctrine of Augustine with that of
Jansen in the same way as Pascal, a Jansenist, to save
himself from the charge of heresy, tried to distinguish
between the doctrine of Jansen and that of Calvin, by
professing to rely on Augustine. The plea was that
grace effectually disposed the will without interfering
with its freedom,* which is simply the explanation of
irresistible grace that we hear every day from the
disciples of Calvin. This system of theology in spite

* 'Letties Provincials,' No. xvu.